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Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The 
specification makes reference to various claims throughout the specification. Since the 
claim numbering can change during prosecution and in final form, it is inappropriate for 
applicant to reference the claims in the specification. It is suggested that reference to 
the claims be removed from the disclosure at page 3, line 2, page 3, line 13, page 3, line 
33 and page 4, line 6. On page 3, line 24, applicant makes reference to a "gig". It is 
suggested that this be changed to -jig- for clarity sake as this appears to be what 
applicant is referring to. Similar changes are necessary with reference to the word "gig" 
or "gigs" on page 5, lines 10 and 14. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 18, line 2 refers to a "gig" in the tightening operation. Such is not clear and 
concise as it would appear applicant is really referring to a -jig- and not a "gig". 
Correction is required. Note that claim 19 depends upon claim 18. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rubenstein in view of any one of Meyer, Kaplan or Woltron. 

Rubenstein et al suggested that it was known to form a bundle of continuous 
fibers about a pair of supports 8 followed by application of an envelope about the so 
arranged filaments. Applicant is referred to column 19, line 49-column 20, line 27. Note 
that the reference to Rubenstein suggested that the filaments included preimpregnated 
filaments which had been wetted with resin prior to the winding operation, the reference 
additionally suggested that over the wound assembly one applied a packaging material 
which enveloped the wound assembly wherein the envelope included a plastic tube or 
foil which was disposed over the wound assembly, the reference failed to expressly 
state that the wound assembly was formed with a rotational plate having holding means 
thereon about which the fibers were wound. 

The references to any one of Woltron, Meyer or Kaplan suggested that one 
would have wound fibers between supports which were disposed upon winding form 
which included a rotational plate. More specifically, Woltron suggested that a take up 
unit (plate 27) which carried supports 28 was rotated in order to facilitate the winding of 
the filaments about the supports 28. The reference to Meyer suggested a pair of 
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supports 23 about which the filaments were wound and wherein the supports were 
mounted upon plates 21 which were rotated to take up the filamentary material in the 
winding operation. The reference to Kaplan suggested a plate 15 which supported pins 
13 which plate 15 was rotated in order to take up filaments upon the support. As it 
would have provided a suitable means for taking up the filamentary material in 
Rubenstein, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the winding forms of any one of Kaplan, Meyer, or 
Woltron in the operation to wind the material in Rubenstein prior to enveloping the same 
in accordance with the teachings of Rubenstein. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
6. Claims 16, 17, 20-22 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

In claim 16, the claim requires that the enveloping comprising winding upon the 
reeled fibers to envelope the same. This is not suggested by the prior art and in 
particular Rubenstein suggested only to envelope the material by slipping a tube of 
plastic or foil material or otherwise disposing the same over the fibers but failed to 
suggest a winding means for application of the envelope. Regarding claim 17, the prior 
art to Rubenstein failed to teach that one skilled in the art would have knitted a thread 
about the group of longitudinal threads therein and merely applied the envelope in the 
form of a tube fitted over the same. 
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7. Claims 1 8 and 1 9 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Note that these claims depend upon claims 16 and 17 which have been identified 
as allowable as discussed above. 

8. Claims 23-26 are allowed. 

In claim 23, the claim requires that one not only include a rotational plate with 
holding means for the longitudinally disposed fibers therein but also requires at least 
one winding appliance for wind in a helical form material about the longitudinal threads 
which is not suggested by Rubenstein. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeff Aftergut whose telephone number is 571-272-1212. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30-4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Crispino can be reached on 571-272-1226. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Jeff H. Aftergut/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1791 
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